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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 January 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1 - 22 is/are pending in the application. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s)is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications filed January 21 , 2005 

2. Claims 1 - 22 are pending in this Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Examiner wishes to clarify that the Office Action dated October 21 , 2004 was a 
Non- Final rejection contrary to applicant's statement on page 2 of the general remarks. 

4. Since this Office Action is also Non-Final rejection, examiner wishes to introduce 
new references and withdraws all objected to claims. 

Applicants argues: 

(a) McDonald does not provide age-event information, as asserted in the O.A (page 
4, paragraph 2). 

(b) Nowlan does not teach "an event in the life of a second individual when a second 
individual was at an age equal to the age of said first individual" (page 5, paragraph 
3). 
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Regarding argument (a), NETG teaches provide age-event information (see page 
10: output signal comprising age-event information corresponding to said age 
information is "Rosa parks refused to give up her seat to a white passenger on a 
Montgomery bus"). 

Regarding argument (b), NETG teaches an event in the life of a second 
individual when a second individual was at an age equal to the age of said first 
individual (see page 10: Rosa Park is the celebrity. From Rosa Parks Biography, she 
was born February 4, 1913. Hence on February 4, 1997, the first individual will be 
exactly as old as Rosa Park when she refused to give up her seat to a white passenger 
on a Montgomery bus i.e. 42 years 6 months and 26 days old). 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 22 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 

the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

7. Claims 1 - 7, 14, 15, 18, 21 and 22 rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as been 
anticipated by Non Patent Literature "Since you were born", published by Saint Louis 
Zoological park on April 13, 1988, displayed at 

http://www.whealth.org/exhibit/control/sinceborn/sinceborn.cgi and created by NETG 
(hereinafter "NETG"). 

Regarding claim 1, NETG teaches a computer-implemented method for providing 
a user with age-event information comprising: 

a) receiving an input signal (see page 9: the input signal is the birthdate entered. 
In this case the birthdate entered is "August 30, 1955"); 

b) determining age information from said input signal (see page 10: the age 
information determined is "Your birthdate is Tue 30-Aug-1955"); and 

c) providing an output signal comprising age-event information corresponding to 
said age information (see page 10: output signal comprising age-event information 
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corresponding to said age information is "Rosa parks refused to give up her seat to a 
white passenger on a Montgomery bus"); 

wherein said age information comprises the age of a first individual on a specific date 
and said age-event information comprises information regarding an event that occurred 
in the life of a second individual when said second individual was at an age equal to the 
age of said first individual on said specific data (see page 10: the first individual is 
exactly 181 17 days when the second individual (Rosa Park) refused to give up her seat 
to a white passenger on a Montgomery bus). 

Regarding claims 2, 15 and 22, NETG teaches wherein the input signal 
comprises a date (see page 9: the date of the input signal "August 30, 1955") and the 
output signal comprises a celebrity ageliner, wherein said celebrity ageliner names a 
celebrity and describes a historical event in the life of an individual that occurred when 
said individual was the age of said celebrity on said date (see page 10: Rosa Park is the 
celebrity. From Rosa Parks Biography, she was born February 4, 1913. Hence on 
February 4, 1997, the first individual will be exactly as old as Rosa Park when she 
refused to give up her seat to a white passenger on a Montgomery bus i.e. 42 years 6 
months and 26 days old). 



r 
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Regarding claim 3, NETG teaches the input signal comprises age information 
relating to a target individual, and the output signal comprises age-event information 
customized for said first individual, and the output signal includes a reference to said 
first individual (see Pages 9 and 10). 

Regarding claim 4, NETG teaches wherein the output signal further comprises a 
date (see page 10). 

Regarding claim 5, NETG teaches the input signal comprises a birthdate (see 
page 9). 

Regarding claim 6, McDonald teaches said input signal represent an age (see 
page 10). 

Regarding claim 7, McDonald teaches the output signal is obtained by using said 
age information to select corresponding age-event information from database (see 
pages 9 and 10). 

Regarding claims 14 and 18, NETG teaches a computer system for providing 
age-event information, comprising: 

computer processor means for processing data (see page 2, section 1, A, 9); 
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storage means for storing data on a storage medium (see page 2, section 1, A, 

9) 

means for receiving input (see page 9); 

means for determining age information from said input (see page 2, section 1 , A, 
9 and page 10); and 

means, responsive to said age-determining means, for outputting age-event 
information to a user (see page 2, section 1, A, 9 and page 10); 
wherein said age information comprises the age of a first individual on a specific date 
and said age-event information comprises information regarding an event that occurred 
in the life of a second individual when said second individual was at an age equal to the 
age of said first individual on said specific data (see page 10: the first individual is 
exactly 1 81 17 days when the second individual (Rosa Park) refused to give up her seat 
to a white passenger on a Montgomery bus). 

Regarding claim 21, NETG teaches the computer-implemented method for 
providing a user with age-event information of claim 1, wherein the age information 
received in step a) is related to the age of a first individual (see page 9), and said 
method further comprises: 

input signal comprising the name of second individual (see page 10: Rosa Park 
is the name of second individual that can be linked to Rosa Parks Biography). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8, 12, 16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over NETG in view USPN 6,069,848 issued to Thomas B. McDonald et al 
(hereinafter "McDonald"). 

Regarding claims 8, 16 and 19, NETG does not explicitly teach generating a 
customized greeting for said first individual. 

However, McDonald teaches the step of generating a customized greeting for 
said first individual, said greeting comprising age-event information (see column 8, lines 
46 - 54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at 
the time of the present invention to combine teaching of the cited references because 
McDonald's teaching of "generating a customized greeting for said first individual, said 
greeting comprising age-event information" would have allowed NETG's system to 
provide a timepiece for measuring the elapsed time from a personal life time event, 
wherein the timepiece can be implemented in a wide variety of embodiments including a 
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watch, clock, personal organizer, computer screen saver and family tree as suggested 
by McDonald at column 2, lines 20 - 26. 

Regarding claim 12, McDonald teaches the step of generating a life-chart for said 
first individual, wherein said life-chart comprises age-event information for at least two 
dates in the life of said first individual (see Fig.1 1 and column 9, lines 3 - 5). 

9. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over NETG in 
view of USPN 5,031 ,161 issued to David Kendrick (hereinafter "Kendrick"). 

Regarding claim 13, NETG does not explicitly teach the steps of generating a 
life-clock display for said first individual, wherein said life-clock display comprises a 
symbolic representation of the amount of life an individual has lived and the amount of 
life said first individual is expected to live before dying; and providing age-event 
information on said life-clock. 

Kendrick teaches the steps of generating a life-clock display for said first 
individual, wherein said life-clock display comprises a symbolic representation of the 
amount of life an individual has lived and the amount of life said first individual is 
expected to live before dying (see Figs. 1 and 2; column 1, line 60 - column 2, line 4 
and columns 4 - 6); and 

providing age-event information on said life-clock (see fig.2). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine teaching of the cited references because 
Kendrick's teaching of "providing age-event information on said life-clock" would have 
allowed NETG's system to provide timepieces such as wrist watches and clocks and, 
more particularly, to a timepiece that displays the number of minutes, days and years 
remaining in a person's life based on actuarial data as suggested by Kendrick at column 
1, lines 5 -10. 

10. Claims 9, 10, 1 1, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over NETG in view of USPN 5,983,200 issued to Benjamin Slotznick 
(hereinafter "Slotznick"). 

Regarding claim 9, NETG does not explicitly teach the customized greeting is an 
electronic greeting card. 

Slotznick teaches the customized greeting is an electronic greeting card (see 
column 1 , lines 38 - 42). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine teaching of the cited references because 
Slotznick's teaching of "customized greeting is an electronic greeting card" would have 
allowed NETG's system to reproduce information itself or in material objects, here and 
now, or in the future, at a point of sale, or when the information originates either at the 
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point of sale, or at a different place or at a different time or times as suggested by 
Slotznick at column 3, lines 7-11. 

Regarding claim 10, Slotznick teaches the customized greeting is a greeting card 
produced at an automated greeting card kiosk (see column 1 , lines 39 - 45). 

Regarding claims 11,17 and 20, Slotznick teaches the step of generating a 
customized calendar for the target individual (see Fig. 5 step 95 and column 22, lines 23 
- 28). 

Conclusion 

1 1 .Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fred I. Ehichioya whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8039. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on 703-305-9790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Fred I. Ehichioya 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 62 



April 6, 2005 




